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Oklahoma. I told them to come down
and talk about anything they wanted
to. They talked about the same things
we have talked about over the last
three debates on this bill. Is this a per-
fect bill? It absolutely is not. Farm
bills are always massive pieces of legis-
lation. It is a 5-year bill. It spends $600
billion over 10 years. I had my staff
check, though, and while I appreciate
the comments of the Senator from
South Carolina, the 2002 farm bill spent
$800 billion over 10 years. So we are
$200 billion below the 2002 farm bill on
a 10-year basis.

Again, it is not perfect. But what it
does do is provide a school lunch pro-
gram to needy kids as well as kids who
can afford to pay. We are providing
food stamps to people in this country
who would go hungry otherwise. We are
providing a food bank supplement to
our food banks around the country that
provide such great, valuable services to
hungry people in America. We are pro-
viding the right kind of tax incentives
in the form of reforming the Endan-
gered Species Act in a positive way. We
have been trying to reform the Endan-
gered Species Act in all of my 14 years
in Congress. This is the first time we
have been able to do it. We did it with
260 organizations supporting it. We
have good tax provisions that allow the
perpetuation of land so it can’t be de-
veloped forever. My children and my
grandchildren will have the ability to
enjoy farmland in my part of Georgia
that they might otherwise not have the
opportunity to enjoy.

So is it a perfect bill? No. Do we pro-
vide a safety net for farmers? You bet
we do. Prices are not always going to
be high. We depend today on foreign
imports of oil for 62 percent of our
needs. We can never, ever afford to de-
pend on importing food into this coun-
try in the same percentage that we im-
port oil today.

While it is not a perfect bill, while
there are things that, if I had to write
it by myself, I might not have written
it this way, overall it is a very good
piece of legislation. It covers a broad
swath of America, from farming to
hunger to conservation to measures in-
volving good tax policy.

With that, I ask for passage of this
bill. On behalf of Senator DEMINT, who
is not here—and I know a lot of my
folks would like to have a voice vote,
but because I know Senator DEMINT
wants the yeas and nays, unfortu-
nately, I will have to ask for the yeas
and nays on behalf of Senator DEMINT
and ask for a recorded vote.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a
sufficient second?

There appears to be a sufficient sec-
ond.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

Mr. INHOFE. Mr. President, first of
all, let me just speak as a conservative
as we address the farm bill. First of all,
I have been ranked as the most con-
servative Member, so I don’t think I
should have to prove my credentials.

Here is one of the things that people
should understand: They should under-
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stand that the vote today on the farm
bill was not a vote on this farm bill or
another farm bill; it was a vote on this
farm bill or reauthorizing the 2002 farm
bill.

A couple of things that are in here
that people should know in a conserv-
ative way are, No. 1, under the previous
farm bill that would have been reau-
thorized, a farmer could be making up
to $2.5 million and still get subsidies.
This takes it down to a half million.

Secondly, the three-entity rule is out
in this farm bill. Previously, someone
could be claiming these benefits under
three different farms; now they can’t
do that. So there are many reasons to
vote for this bill other than those
things that people have been talking
about during the debate. I believe that
is a conservative vote.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
question is on the third reading and
passage of the bill.

The bill (H.R. 6124) was ordered to a
third reading and was read the third
time.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill
having been read the third time, the
question is, Shall the bill pass?

The yeas and nays are ordered. The
clerk will call the roll.

The assistant legislative clerk called
the roll.

Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the
Senator from Delaware (Mr. BIDEN),
the Senator from West Virginia (Mr.
BYRD), the Senator from New York
(Mrs. CLINTON), the Senator from
Massacusetts (Mr. KENNEDY), the Sen-
ator from Illinois (Mr. OBAMA), and the
Senator from Virginia (Mr. WEBB) are
necessarily absent.

I further announce that, if present
and voting, the Senator from Delaware
(Mr. BIDEN) would vote ‘‘yea.”

Mr. KYL. The following Senators are
necessarily absent: the Senator from
New Hampshire (Mr. GREGG) and the
Senator from Arizona (Mr. MCCAIN).

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Are there
any other Senators in the Chamber de-
siring to vote?

The result was announced—yeas 77,
nays 15, as follows:

[Rollcall Vote No. 144 Leg.]

YEAS—T7

Akaka Crapo Lincoln
Alexander Dodd Martinez
Allard Dole McCaskill
Barrasso Dorgan McConnell
Baucus Durbin Menendez
Bayh Enzi Mikulski
Bingaman Fe}ngolld Murray
Bond Feinstein Nelson (FL)
Boxer Graham Nelson (NE)
Brown Grassley Pryor
Brownback Harkin Y

: X Reid
Bunning Hutchison Roberts
Burr Inhofe
Cantwell Inouye Rockefeller
Cardin Isakson Salazar
Carper Johnson Sanders
Casey Kerry Schqmer
Chambliss Klobuchar Sessions
Cochran Kohl Shelby
Coleman Landrieu Smith
Conrad Lautenberg Snowe
Corker Leahy Specter
Cornyn Levin Stabenow
Craig Lieberman Stevens
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Tester Vitter Wicker
Thune Warner Wyden
NAYS—15
Bennett Ensign Murkowski
Coburn Hagel Reed
Collins Hatch Sununu
DeMint Kyl Voinovich
Domenici Lugar Whitehouse
NOT VOTING—38
Biden Gregg Obama
Byrd Kennedy Webb
Clinton McCain

Mr. CHAMBLISS. Mr. President, I
move to reconsider the vote.

Mr. HARKIN. I move to lay that mo-
tion on the table.

The motion to lay on the table was
agreed to.

————
ORDER OF BUSINESS

Mr. REID. Mr. President, it appears
at this time, for the knowledge of all
Senators, we are going to try to have a
vote as early in the morning as pos-
sible on cloture on the global warming
bill. Unless someone has some real con-
cerns, we will probably try to do it
around 9 o’clock in the morning so peo-
ple can leave at a relatively early time
tomorrow. That should be the only
vote we are going to have. We were
going to try to do a judge, but the com-
mittee’s meeting was objected to
today, so I didn’t believe that was ap-
propriate.

So we are going to do the vote in the
morning, and we will have a couple of
votes Tuesday morning. Monday is a
no-vote day. Hopefully, tomorrow we
won’t be in too late, but we will be here
as late as anyone wants to be here to
talk about anything they want.

I note the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

The legislative clerk called the roll.

Ms. MURKOWSKI. Mr. President, I
ask unanimous consent that the order
for the quorum call be rescinded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

————

CLIMATE SECURITY ACT

Ms. MURKOWSKI. Mr. President, I
stand this evening to speak about the
Boxer substitute to the Warner-
Lieberman carbon cap-and-trade bill. I
have had an opportunity for several
days now to hear discussion from both
sides. I think coming from a State such
as Alaska where we can see the effects
of climate change on the ground in my
home State, it is a very important
issue for me, and so I feel compelled to
share with my colleagues some of my
thoughts about what we are seeing up
north.

We appreciate that there is not quite
a consensus in Alaska about what is
causing the change we are seeing. Most
Alaskans, however, do seem to agree
that something is happening. We are
seeing a change in the north, and we
have been seeing it for a period of dec-
ades. The results are having a signifi-
cant impact on the lifestyle of Alas-
kans.
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